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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 2, 5, 12, 17, 20 and 25 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, 
as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. The inclusion of the phrase 'including 
but not limited to' renders the claim indefinite because one of ordinary skill in the art 
would not be able to define the metes and bounds of the subject matter that would be 
protected by the patent grant. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 
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5. Claims 1-5, 8, 13, 16-20, 23, and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kedda, USP 4,222,759 in view of Gurta, USP 3,912,534. 

6. Kedda teaches a method for making a glass product, comprising cutting two 
blanks of glass into a desired shape, gluing the two pieces of glass together with heat 
destructible glue, and firing the two pieces with the second piece being on top of the first 
to fuse them together. See abstract; col. 1 , lines 37-46. 

7. Kedda does not expressly disclose the use of laminated-glass waste in the 
production process and also does not expressly disclose the crushing of the glass so 
that it is fragmented but remains bonded to the laminating interlayer. 

8. Gurta teaches a method for making a glass product from laminated-glass waste 
comprising crushing the glass so that it is fragmented but remains bonded to the 
laminating interlayer, which is made of polyvinyl butyral, and then heating the laminated- 
glass waste to a temperature at which the interlayer burns away. See abstract; col. 1 , 
lines 35-50; col. 2, lines 1-5. 

9. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the laminated-glass waste disclosed by Gurta in the method 
for making a glass product disclosed by Kedda. The rationale to combine the 
laminated-glass waste disclosed by Gurta in the method for making a glass product 
disclosed by Kedda is the motivation provided the teaching of Gurta that increasing 
costs in raw materials for glass production make it desirable to recover the glass in any 
spoiled laminated glass product. See col. 1, lines 16-20. 
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10. With regard to claims 13 and 26, if the product in the instant application has a 
pattern corresponding to cracks present in the laminated glass prior to heating, then it 
would be reasonable to assume that the product created by combining the processes 
disclosed by Gurta and Kedda would also have this pattern since the same cracks are 
present prior to heating and the heating in the process is substantially the same. 

11. Claims 12 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kedda, USP 4,222,759 and Gurta, USP 3,912,534 as applied to the claims above, 
and further in view of Setten et al., USP 6,544,587. 

12. Gurta and Kedda combine to teach a method of making glass products as 
detailed above. 

1 3. Gurta and Kedda do not expressly disclose the steps of adding a coating to the 
glass product after the initial firing and then reheating the glass product. 

14. Setten teaches a method for producing a tile, comprising cutting a glass pane to 
a desired shape, heat treating the pane until it softens, cooling the pane to a 
temperature in the range of room temperature, applying a coat of mineral lacquer to one 
side of the pane, and firing the coat of lacquer. See col. 2, lines 63-67; col. 3, lines 1-7. 

1 5. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the additional coating and heating steps disclosed by Setten 
in the method of making glass products disclosed by Gurta and Kedda. The rationale to 
combine the additional coating and heating steps disclosed by Setten in the method of 
making glass products disclosed by Gurta and Kedda is the motivation provided by the 
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teaching of Setten that coating and reheating the glass pane makes it possible to 
realize an appearance which differs completely from that of conventional tiles. See col. 
2, lines 22-29. 

16. Claims 6-7, 9-11, 14-15, 21-22, 24, and 27-28 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kedda, USP 4,222,759 and Gurta, USP 
3,912,534 as applied to the claims above, and further in view of Lindenberg, US PGPub 
2002/0012747. 

17. Gurta and Kedda combine to teach a method of making glass products as 
detailed above. 

18. Gurta and Kedda do not expressly disclose the step of applying a powder coating 
to the glass prior to firing which results in a textured surface appearance on the glass 
product. They also do not expressly disclose the particular temperature range in which 
the glass is fired and useful applications for the resulting product. 

1 9. Lindenberg teaches a method for producing glass tiles used for finishing floors or 
walls in which one or more heat resistant powder coatings are applied to the rear side of 
a glass slab prior to firing at a temperature between 780 and 810°C. The removal of the 
powder coating results in a pattern or motif that is a relief-like structure on the glass 
which gives it a textured surface appearance. See [0002]; [001 1] - [0018]. 

20. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use the coatings disclosed by Lindenberg in the method of 
making glass products disclosed by Gurta and Kedda. The rationale to combine the 
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coatings disclosed by Lindenberg in the method of making glass products disclosed by 
Gurta and Kedda is the motivation provided by the teaching of Lindenberg that using 
glass tiles permits interesting optical effects to be achieved in finishing walls and floors 
in buildings. See [0002]. The rationale also lies in the motivation provided by the 
teaching of Lindenberg that using these coatings allows glass tiles backed with colored 
motifs that are additionally provided with a relief-like structure to be manufactured in one 
operating sequence at low cost and with ease of high-yield manufacturing. See [0018]. 

Conclusion 

21 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CARSON A. GROSS whose telephone number is 
(571)270-7657. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on 571-272-1398. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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